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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . The Request for Reconsideration filed on November 1 1 , 2003 has been received and 
entered. Claims 1-18 are pending. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §102 

2. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public use or on 
sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United States. 

3. Claims 1 , 4, and 13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Rogers et 
aL (U.S. Patent No. 5,793,964). 

As to claim 1, Rogers et al. discloses a method for communicating information using a 
system including a first server system and a second server system, the first server system 
including a first web server and a first database, the second server system including a second 
web server and a second database, said method comprising the steps of: 

coupling the first web server to the first database (See column 9, lines 1-57, and see 
figure 11); 

accessing at least one web page populated with data from the first database via a 
computer including a browser; coupling the second web server to the second database; 

accessing at least one web page populated with data from the second database via the 
computer browser; and 
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selectively accessing data stored in the first server system database via the second server 
system (See column 22, lines 1-41, also see column 18, lines 1-60). 

As to claim 4, Rogers et al. as modified discloses wherein said step of selectively 
accessing data stored in the first server system further comprises the step of selectively accessing 
data from the first and second server systems based on individual access privileges (See column 
10, lines 17-43). 

As to claim 13, Rogers et al. discloses a web-based communications system comprising: 
a computer comprising a browser; a network coupled to said computer; 
a first server system comprising a first web server and a first database, said first web 
server coupled to said first database and to said network, said first web server configured to 
cause to be displayed at said computer at least one web page populated with data from said first 
database; and 

a second server system comprising a second web server and a second database, said 
second web server coupled to said second database and to said network, said second web server 
configured to cause to be displayed at said computer at least one web page populated with data 
from said second database, data stored in said first server system database selectively accessible 
to said browser via said second server system (See column 9, lines 1-57, and see figure 1 1, see 
column 22, lines 1-41, also see column 18, lines 1-60). 


Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 
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4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S. C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

5. Claims 2-3, 5-10, 12, 14-16, and 18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Rogers et al. (U.S. Patent No. 5,793,964) in view of Garrow et al (U.S. Pub. 
No. 2002/0194160 Al). 

As to claim 2, Rogers et al. discloses wherein said step of coupling the first web server to 
the first database further comprises the step of providing a first server system (See column 9, 
lines 36-57). 

Rogers et al. does not teach hosted by an aircraft engine manufacturer. 

Garrow et al. teaches hosted by an aircraft engine manufacturer (See Garrow et al. page 

6. paragraph 0058, also see Garrow et al. column 9, lines 47-67, also see Garrow et al. page 8, 
paragraphs 0068-0071). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to have modified Rogers et al. to include hosted by an aircraft engine 
manufacturer. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to have modified Rogers et al. by the teaching of Garrow et al. to include hosted by an 
aircraft engine manufacturer because providing specific records dealing with one industry allows 
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for efficiency and effective tracking of information thereby reducing business costs associated 
with the aircraft industry. 

As to claim 3, Rogers et al. discloses wherein said step of coupling the second web server 
to the second database further comprises the step of providing a second server system (See 
column 22, lines 1-41). 

Rogers et al. does not teach hosted by an aircraft manufacturer. 

Garrow et al. teaches hosted by a turbine engine manufacturer (See Garrow et al. page 6, 
paragraph 0058, also see Garrow et al. column 9, lines 47-67, also see Garrow et al. page 8, 
paragraphs 0068-0071). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to have modified Rogers et al. to include hosted by an aircraft engine 
manufacturer. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to have modified Rogers et al. by the teaching of Garrow et al. to include hosted by an 
aircraft engine manufacturer because providing specific records dealing with one industry allows 
for efficiency and effective tracking of information thereby reducing business costs associated 
with the aircraft industry. 

As to claim 5, Rogers et al as modified discloses wherein said step of selectively 
accessing data stored in the first server system further comprises the step of selectively accessing 
(See column 10, lines 17-43). 
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Garrow et al . teaches at least one of aircraft engine and aircraft data relating to at least 
one of general information data, plans and schedules data, propulsion systems data, and 
engineering data (See Garrow et al. column 9, lines 47-67, also see Garrow et al. page 8, 
paragraphs 0068-0071). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to have modified Rogers et al. to include at least one of aircraft engine and 
aircraft data relating to at least one of general information data, plans and schedules data, 
propulsion systems data, and engineering data. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to have modified Rogers et al. by the teaching of Garrow et al. to include at least one 
of aircraft engine and aircraft data relating to at least one of general information data, plans and 
schedules data, propulsion systems data, and engineering data because providing specific records 
dealing with one industry allows for efficiency and effective tracking of information thereby 
reducing business costs associated with the aircraft industry. 

As to claim 6, Rogers et al. discloses a system for communicating information to a user 
via a computer including a browse, said system comprising: 

a first server system comprising a first web server and a first database, said first web 
server coupled to said first database and to said network, said first web server configured to 
cause to be displayed at said computer at least one web page populated with data from said first 
database; and 
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a second server system comprising a second web server and a second, said second web 
server coupled to said second database and to said network, said second web server configured to 
cause to be displayed at said computer at least one web page populated with data from said 
second database, data stored in said first server system database selectively accessible to said 
browser via said second server system (See column 9, lines 1-57, and see figure 1 1, see column 
22, lines 1-41, also see column 18, lines 1-60). 

Rogers et al. does not teach aircraft and aircraft engine information. 

Garrow et al. teaches aircraft and aircraft engine information (See Garrow et al. column 
9, lines 47-67, also see Garrow et al. page 8, paragraphs 0068-0071). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to have modified Rogers et al. to include aircraft and aircraft engine 
information. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to have modified Rogers et al by the teaching of Garrow et al to include aircraft and 
aircraft engine information because providing specific records dealing with one industry allows 
for efficiency and effective tracking of information thereby reducing business costs associated 
with the aircraft industry. 

As to claim 7, Rogers et al. as modified discloses wherein said data stored in said first 
server system and said second server system accessible to the user browser based on based on 
individual access privileges (See column 10, lines 17-43). 
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As to claim 8, Rogers et al. as modified discloses said first server system (See column 9, 
lines 1-57, also see figure 1 1) hosted by a turbine engine manufacturer, said second server 
system hosted by a business partner of the turbine engine manufacturer (See Garrow et al. page 
6, paragraph 0058, also see Garrow et al. column 9, lines 47-67, also see Garrow et al. page 8, 
paragraphs 0068-0071). 

As to claims 9, and 10, Rogers et al. as modified discloses wherein at least one of said 
first database and said second database (See column 9, lines 1-57, also see figure 1 1) includes 
aircraft engine data relating to at least one of general information data, propulsion systems data, 
and engineering (See Garrow et al. column 9, lines 47-67, also see Garrow et al. page 8, 
paragraphs 0068-0071). 

As to claim 12, Rogers et al discloses a database structure configured to be protected 
from access by unauthorized individuals (See column 10, lines 17-43), said database structure 
comprising a first database and a second database, said first database coupled to a first server 
system, said second database coupled to a second server system, at least one of said first database 
and said second database including information relating to at least one of general information, 
said first database linked to a first web page configured to be populated with data from said first 
database, said second database linked to a second web page configured to be populated from said 
second database (See column 9, lines 1-57, and see figure 1 1, see column 22, lines 1-41, also see 
column 18, lines 1-60). 

Rogers et al. does not teach hosted by an aircraft engine manufacturer; hosted by a 
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business partner of the aircraft engine manufacturer; and at least one of plans and schedules, 
propulsion systems, and engineering. 

Garrow et al. teaches hosted by an aircraft engine manufacturer; hosted by a business 
partner of the aircraft engine manufacturer (See Garrow et al. page 6, paragraph 0058, also see 
Garrow et al column 9, lines 47-67, also see Garrow et al. page 8, paragraphs 0068-0071); 

and at least one of plans and schedules, propulsion systems, and engineering (See Garrow 
et al. column 9, lines 47-67, also see Garrow et al. page 8, paragraphs 0068-0071). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to have modified Rogers et al. to include hosted by an aircraft engine 
manufacturer; hosted by a business partner of the aircraft engine manufacturer; plans and 
schedules, propulsion systems, and engineering. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to have modified Rogers et al. by the teaching of Garrow et al. to include hosted by an 
aircraft engine manufacturer; hosted by a business partner of the aircraft engine manufacturer; 
and at least one of plans and schedules, propulsion systems, and engineering because providing 
specific records dealing with one industry allows for efficiency and effective tracking of 
information thereby reducing business costs associated with the aircraft industry. 

As to claim 14, Rogers et al. discloses said first server system, said second server system 
(See figure 1 1, also see column 18, lines 1-67, and see column 24, lines 1-39). 

. Rogers et al. does not teach said first server system, said second server system. 
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Garrow et al. teaches hosted by a turbine engine manufacturer; and hosted by a business 
partner of the turbine engine manufacturer (See Garrow et al. page 6, paragraph 0058, also see 
Garrow et al. column 9, lines 47-67, also see Garrow et al. page 8, paragraphs 0068-0071, 
wherein "turbine engine" reads on "jet engine"). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to have modified Rogers et al to include hosted by an aircraft engine 
manufacturer; hosted by a business partner of the aircraft engine manufacturer. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to have modified Rogers et al. by the teaching of Garrow et al. to include hosted by an 
aircraft engine manufacturer; hosted by a business partner of the aircraft engine manufacturer 
because providing specific records dealing with one industry allows for efficiency and effective 
tracking of information thereby reducing business costs associated with the aircraft industry. 

As to claim 15, Rogers et al. as modified discloses wherein said data stored in said first 
server system and said second server system accessible to the user browser based on based on 
individual access privileges (See column 10, lines 17-43). 

As to claims 16, and 18, Rogers et al. as modified discloses wherein said browser 
configured to selectively display aircraft engine data relating to at least one of general 
information data, plans and schedules data, propulsion systems data, and engineering data (See 
Garrow et al. column 9, lines 47-67, also see Garrow et al. page 8, paragraphs 0068-0071). 
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6. Claims 11, and 17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Rogers 
et al. (U.S. Patent No. 5,793,964) in view of Garrowet al. (U.S. Pub. No. 2002/0194160 Al) as 
applied to claims 2-3, 5-10, 12, 14-16, and 18 above, and further in view of Glass et al. (U.S. 
Patent No. 6,278,965). 

As to claim 11, Rogers et al. discloses said first database and said second database (See 
column 9, lines 1-57, and see figure 11). 

Rogers et al. as modified still does not teach wherein at least one of said database 
maintains a record of navigation changes. 

Glass et al. teaches wherein at least one of said first database and said second database 
maintains a record of navigation changes (See column 5, lines 34-51, wherein "maintains a 
record" reads on "flight history", also see column 22, lines 38-63, wherein "navigational 
changes" reads on "flight plans"). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to have further modified Rogers et al. as modified to include wherein at least 
one of said first database and said second database maintains a record of navigation changes. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to have further modified Rogers et al. as modified by the teaching of Glass et al. to 
include wherein at least one of said first database and said second database maintains a record of 
navigation changes because the partnership will reduce business costs by introducing efficient 
information retrieval and processing. 
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As to claim 17, Rogers et al. as modified still does not teach wherein said browser 
configured to selectively display an historical log relating to navigational changes to said user 
interface. 

Glass et al. teaches wherein said browser configured to selectively display an historical 
log (See column 5, lines 41-48) relating to navigational changes (See column 5, lines 34-51, 
wherein "maintains a record" reads on "flight history", also see column 22, lines 38-63, wherein 
"navigational changes" reads on "flight plans") to said user interface (See column 1 1, lines 12- 
22). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to have modified Rogers et al as modified to include wherein said browser 
configured to selectively display an historical log relating to navigational changes to said user 
interface. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to have further modified Rogers et al as modified by the teaching of Glass et al. to 
include wherein said browser configured to selectively display an historical log relating to 
navigational changes to said user interface because the partnership will reduce business costs by 
introducing efficient information retrieval and processing. 

Response to Arguments 
7. Applicants arguments with respect to claims 1-18 have been considered but are moot in 
view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 
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Conclusion 


8. 


The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 


disclosure. 


Kojima et al. (U.S. Patent No. 6,681,227 Bl) teaches database system and method of data 
retrieval form the system. 


examiner should be directed to Neveen Abel-Jalil whose telephone number is 703-305-81 14. 
The examiner can normally be reached on 8:00AM-4: 30PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Dov Popovici can be reached on 703-305-3830. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 


9. 


Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 



Neveen Abel-Jalil 
February 20, 2004 
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